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May 6, 2002

NaciQnal Organic Standards Board
C I 0 Richard Mathews

Program ManagerUSDA':'AMS:::rMP-NOP ,

Room 4008-South Building
1400 arid Independence A v.enue, SW
W as~gt6n, DC'20250-0020

Dear Membe;rs of the NOSB,

,

Congratulations to everyone here today, the passage and implementation of the OFPA and
the National 9r~c Progr~ has been a twelve year odyssey of Herculean effort

Congratulations to all 6f the USDA staff involved in the 'accreditation process, it was a big
, .

job and I appreciate your efforts. .'.', .

As Wi~ the development of any new. program, the process t1ioves forward a step at a time
and we ar~. sottcietimes dealt blow~ tha~ cause us to take a step back. Such is the case with the
announcemet;lt of the accredited certifiers Under th~ NOP program. With that h~estep
forwarq, w~ are now faced with ~ problem; that is the fact that.ilieNOP ac.creditation ..
program and IS0:-65 GuideAssessme~t ofOr~cCertifyingA~cie~ are not the same.

-.

~e N O.p had one overriding goal in this accreditation proc~ss: to create a unifO1:n;l standard
for organic pro.duc~on in the United States.'[Jnfortunately, the USDAaccredicition .,
programs have created two standatdsfo:r:the accreditatio~of or~c c~tation programs.
This is a disservice to the organi<; community and must be resolved quickly.'

.
The NqP.list ofa~credited progt;ams is not onlydifferePct from the 1SO-65li~t, but.
documents that pro~3:;Ins that cannot achieve 150-~5 accteditatiQn may"in fact aChieve
Nap'listing. -,The 150-65 programwasimpl~entedin. order to.resoly~ tr.ade iss~es with.
the European Uniop States. The program was effective arid 1 for I?ne.appreciate the USDA
efforts in this area; Howeyer, now there is a potential gap in the a~ility. 6f the U~D~ to
promote the NOPprcigram asequival~nt.to the EU're~tion 45011 wheni11 fact they are
not and the.NaP w:ebsite provides definitive evidence of the gap. ..

The USDA NOP program and USDA ISO-65 program managers were made aware of this
issue at the Atlanta Training of C~ca:tion programs (Feb~ 2001).' C~ent members
of-this NO~B were very vocal and cleariri their warning to the USDA staff that the NOP
Rule was not consistent with lSO:.65 and that it co~d cau~e the problem that we find
ourselves in today.
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A Otganic c~cationpiQ~ are suQject to two accreditatiqnsin orde,r tq q~
product for e~ort to the Ep. 'ThiS is added eXpens~ and a~tration on organic
certifica#?n programs th~twill su,J;'dy.bepa.sSed on to. or~c producr;.rs.

B
'. ...

European Unionre~toI:s npwhaye eVide~~eo:fthe ways that the NOPprpgraql
doe~ not coinply~th ISO 65. This will~~~ b'e po~t'ofdisCussio'n for any trade

agreement.
.

I hope that~NOSBcan pI:ace this issue bn iliclt Vforkplan and sched~esofuedisl:ussion
on the issue at the n~xt mee~g. Y OUI support on .this ,iss~e ~surelfhelp to bringabori~ .
the right solution in an expedientmanne:r~ .:.

Heiy,~~-~~~:::~~::7";:) 

.
CCOF.. Certifica ervices Manager

Cc Roy.Re~ves:, CCOF Certific.atiQh OiVision <;::.omritiee Chait
Phil LaRocca, CCOF ChairIIlari of the Board


